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BLOW at the ROOT, &c. 


T is objected, That we have no Authority to preach the Word, 

or to adminiſter the Sacraments, becauſe we have not the 

Hands of Biſhops laid on ns, who derive their Epiſcopal Autho- 
rity by an uninterrupted Line of Succeſſion from the Apoſtles. 


One would think thoſe who make this Objection, ſhould 
make their own Miſſion as clear as a Demonſtratian : But after 


all, tis ho more than what the Fowler faid of the Nightingale, 
Vox et praterea nihil. 


What is there in the Nature of Epiſcopal Government to 
render it more ſtable or laſtiag, or to defend itfelf againſt the 
Pride, Ambition, Avarice, or Malice of deſigning Men, more 
than there is in Civil Government to defend itſelf, and ſecure to 
itſelf an uninterrupted Succeſſion ? Is there any Inſtance can be 
given under Heaven, that any Civil Government hath main- 
taia'd itſelf in a rectilineal Succeſſion uninterrupted, half fo long 

5 this uninterrupted Line of Epiſcopal Authority pretends to? 


And can any Man, who is unprejudic'd, and impartial, fatisfy 
himſelf that this Epiſcopal Authority hath met with none of 
thoſe unlucky Incidents to interrupt it, which all Human Go- 
veraments have met with? 


But allowing what is unreafonable to grant, that 'tis not im- 
probabte, in general, but ſuch a thing may be; from what Apof- 
tle would theſe men have us derive this uninterrupted Succeſ- 
ſion? From St, Thomas © whoſe province they ſay was to preach 
to the Indians. This would be too far to fetch it. And as for 
Andrew, Philip, Matthew, Bartholomew, and 3 
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their Succeſſion, is ſo very obſcure, twill be too great Trouble 
to ſearch after it. And for any Succeſſion of Paul at Antioch, 
I fuppoſe we need not trouble ourſelves about it: That is ſwal- 
low'd up long ago. And for Succeſſion from James at Feru/alem, 
I don't remember that any of our Objectors ever pretended to 
derive from him. I conclude we muſt come nearer Home, Is it 
then from Rome we muſt derive this uninterrupted Succeſſion 
of Epiſcopal power? Is it from the Apoſtle Peter at Rome ? 
This I fix on, as that which I preſume theſe Men pretend to: 
And I am ſtrengthen'd in this Preſumption, becauſe they have 
8 great Eſteem for the Romiſh Orders, that if a Jeſuit, or 

omiſh Prieſt comes over to them, he ſhall not be re-ordain'd ! 
He ſhall be receiv'd as a Brother in Holy Orders. 


Though I muſt confeſs tis an ungrateful Taſk to lay open 
other 's Infirmities, and diſcover their Weakneſſes, yet 
being under a Neceſlity to vindicate ourſelves, nobody can take 
it amiſs to have the Nakedneſs of theſe Pretenders Giſcover'd by 


taking away the Veil. 


Would theſe Men ſend us to Rome for uninterrupted Epiſco- 
pal Authority? I ſay, 'tis not to be had there for us: And 'tis 
not a little dubious whether theſe Men have any regular Epiſco- 
pal Authority from Rome themſelves: For if any Man will but 

partially conſider theſe three Things, he will have good 
Reaſon to conclude it very ſuſpicious, 


1. The Romaniſts ſtrenuouſly deny that ever the Church of 
England (as reform'd from Popery) had any Authority from 
them. They ſay, That the Miniſters of the Church of Eng- 
land are no Miniſters but Laymen ; and that the Church of 
England hath no regular Biſhops and Prieſts ; and that all their 
Adminiſtrations are invalid, as may be feen in Ward's Contro- 
verſy concerning Ordination. Sure before we ſubmit to receive 
Orders from them, tis but reaſonable to expect that they pro- 
duce their regular Epiſcopal Orders, from Rome, and make them 
good againſt the Objections of the Romaniſts. ar 6 


2. Our Reformers renounc'd all Orders receiv'd from Roms: 
They diſclaim'd all Papiſtical Authority. It was a thing com- 
mon in Queen Z/;zabeth's Days to hear the Papiſts reproach the 
Reformation with what theſe Men are pleaſed to reproach us, 
i. e. That the Proteſtant Reformers had no regular Miſſion ; 
and that the Church 0! H gland herſelf had no regular Biſhops 


or Prieſts. And this is the Burden of their Song to this Day. my 
L 


CF 


if our Reformers had known that they had receiv'd regular 
Epiſcopal Authority from Rome, it would have been eaty for 
them, while things were freſh in Memory, to have proved their 
owa Miſſion, which was called in queſtion by their great 
Antagoniſts, | 


Inſtead of this they moſt ſolemnly renounc'd and diſclaim'd 
any Orders received from Rome, ſaying, © We defy, deteſt, 
and abhor their ſtisking, greaſy, Antichriſtian Orders. 


© I would not have you think”, ſays Whitaker *, That 
* we make ſuch reckoning of your Orders as to hold our own 
% Vocation unlawful without them: Therefore keep your Or- 
* ders to yourſelves”. . You are much deceiv'd”, ſays 6 Dr. 
* Fulke, © if you think we eſteem your Offices of Biſhops, 
© Prieſts, and Deacons, any better than Laymen; and you pre- 
* ſume too much to think that we receive your ordering 
© to be. lawful”. And this was the Language of the whole 
Reformation at Home and Abroad. Can we then think that 
our wiſe and pious Reformers would have done thus, had they 
either believ'd that the Validity of all their Adminiſtrations de- 
pended thereon, or had known that they had receiv'd regular 
Orders from Rome ? Does it not then appear very ſuſpicious that 


theſe Men (hould have thoſe valid Orders which they pretend 


to from Rome, when if they have, they muſt have them from 
the Reformers, who thus diſclajm'd any Epiſcopal and Prieſtly 
Orders rec:iv'd from Reme ? Add to this, 


3. That the great + Writer of the Reformation of the Eng- 


* liſh Church has left this Matter very doubtful (or rather 


given it againſt them) where it ought to have been prov'd at 
large, had it been Fact: I mean in his Expoſition of the 
Twenty-third Article, which treats in particular of a regular 
Miſſion. * This Article”, fays he, does not reſolve this into 
any particular Conſtitution, but leaves that Matter open ang 
e atlarge for ſuch Accidents as had happened, and ſuch as might 
«« ſtill happen! They who drew it, had the State of the ſeveral 
* Churches before their Eyes, that had been differently 
t reformed; and altho' their own had been leſs forced to go 
* out of the beaten Path than any other, yet they kuew that 
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y Fulke's Anfwer to Counterſzit Catholic. 
+ Bp. Burnett's Expaſitian of the 39 Articles. 
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t all Things aniong themſelves had not gone according to theſe 
% Rules which ought to be ſacred in regular Times: But Neceſſity 
* has no Law; and isa Law to ite. Now put all this together, 
and I believe you will not judge me uncharitable, when I fay 'tis 
very ſuſpicious that theſe Men have not themſelves, what they 
object we want, For if the Romanift's Denial, that ever they 
receiv'd regular Epiſcopal Authority from them, and the · Si- 
lence of our Reformers as to that Point, and their diſclaiming 
any Qrders receiv'd from Rome, and this back'd with the Ac- 
kuowledgement of the great Hiſtoriographer of the Engliſh Re- 
formation, that the Church of England went out of the beaten 
Path for her Miſſion, do not make it dubions, I do not know what 
we ſhall ſay is dubious, But I will venture to ſay more, and 
not fear being judg'd as cenſorious: That Line was broke ; and 
the uninterrupted Succeſſion is lat. For if going out of the 
beaten Path for Miſſion, and diſclaiming any Epiſcopal Autho- 
rity, is not a manifeſt Break in the Line, I know not what is. 
And if the Line is broken but in one Liak, uninterrupted Suc- 
ceſſion is at an End, 


But to try the Strength of this Objection, and to allow it it's 
due Weight, we will for once, and for Arguments Sake, grant 
what you ſee is difficult, it pot impoſſible to prove, i. e. That 
our Reformers did not go ont of the beaten Path, but deriv'd 
their Epiſcopal Authority from the Romanifts in a regular Way; 
yet this, if prov'd, will not afford Proof of uninterrupted Snc- 
ceſſion of Epiſcopal Authority from the Apoſtles ; becauſe the 
Church of Nome was become Antichriſtian. And 'tis a mere 
Jeſt to ſay, Antichriſt can convey valid Orders to Men to preach 
the Goſpel of CuRTsT. But allowing what theſe Men would 
have, it will appear to be but a very ſorry Refuge; it will in the 
Sequel ruin their own Cauſe. 


For if Name had ſtill the Character of a true Church, and had 


valid Miflion at the Reformation, then the Reformation was a 


Schiſm, and not a lawful Separation; for according to theſe Gen- 
tlemen's Opinion, every Separation from a true Church, though 
ſhe is corrupt, is Schiſmatical. Now if the Church of Rome 
was only corrupt, and not Antichriſtiag, and ſhe had the Cha- 
rater of a true Church, and could give valid Miſſion, then our 
Reformers were Schiſmatics for ſeparating from her, as a true 
Church. If fo, then this not only ſcandalizeth and reproacheth 
the whole Reformation, but damns their own Miſſion at once ; 
for this cuts the Line of uninterrupted Succeſſion all to pieces; 
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for no Heretics or Schiſmatics, according to their own Notion 
(and tis but juſt to allow them to be conſiſtent with themſelves) ' 
can have valid Miſſion. Now it will be very difficult for theſe - 
Men to extricate themſelves from this Dilemma: For either the 


Church of Rome was Antichriſtian at the Reformation, or ſhe 


was not. If ſhe was not, then the Reformation was a Schiſm. 
But if ſhe was, as undoubtedly ſhe was, then ſhe had no valid 
Miſſion to give. Hence Whitaker ſays, That their Miniſtry 
* was corrupt, and therefore we ought not to be made or created 
* Biſhops by them. Though our Biſhops and Miniſters be not- 
* ordain'd by Papiſtical Biſhops, yet are they orderly and lawfully 
* ordain'd”. Nay the Papiſts themſelves allow that Antichriſt 
cannot convey valid Miſſion; for Mr. Ward “ fays, © That it 
cannot be ſuppoſed that Antichriſt can either convey down 
* to us the true Chriſtian Prieſthood, or be capable of Or- 
« daining Biſhops and Prieſts in the Church of Gon“. 


But ſuppoſe we ſhould grant that our Reformers were not 
Heretics or Schiſmatics, nor Reme Antichriſtian, which is contra- 
dictory; yet there is an inſuperable Difficulty ſtill behind for 
theſe Men to ſolve, to make out their uninterrupted Succeſſion in 


that Church; two Things Ader this Taſk - morally impoſſible,/ L424 


according to our ObjeCtor's own Principles: Firſt Lay Baptiſm. 
Secondly Schiſms, Hereſies, and Simony, 


1. It is no Secret that Lay Baptiſm with our Objectors is no 
Baptiſm at all; and thoſe Baptized with them are not Chriſtians. 
And ſure thoſe who are not Chriſtianized, cannot convey to others 
valid Miſſion to preach the Word, &c. Now it has been a Prac- 
tice in the Church of Rome, by the Popes Licence, to permit 

Midwives to baptize in Caſe the Child is in Danger of Death, 
leſt it ſnould die unbaptized, and be damn'd. And we will ſup- 
poſe, what is net impoſſible and therefore may be ſuppoled, 
that ſome of thoſe Children who were thus Lay-baptized hap- 
pened to be Males, and did recover and live, and when grown 
up might get into the Priefthood : All their Orders,. not being 
regularly baptized, muſt of courſe be invalid ; and all-their Ad- 


miniſtrations null and void. In this Caſe, who can be morally 


certain of the right Line in that Church? For this uninter- 
rupted Succeſſion muſt run in perſons regularly baptized, and 
regularly ordained; and either of theſe becoming irregular 
breaks the Line. But if we could lip over this Difficulty, yet, 


* 


* Ward's Controv:rſy of | Ordination, 
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2. Schiſms, Hereſies, and Simony in that Church, are ſuch a 
Gordian Knot as can never be untied. As for Schiſms, two, 
three, and four Popes, damning and excommunicating one ano- 
ther, is abundant Proof: But I ſhall inſtance only in one, which 
is too notorious to be deny d, I mean that of Nowatian, who 
broke off from Cornelius, his lawful Biſhop, and ſet up another 
Altar againſt Cornelius, and the Church with him. | 


 Novatian, being a cunning, deſigning man, found means to 
get into the Prieſthood ; and being a Prieſt, his Ambition prompt- 
ed him to obtain a Biſhoprick. To gain his End, he ſtrenuouſly 
inſiſted, That it was unlawful to receive again into Communion, 
thoſe who had relaps'd into Idolatry in the time of Perſecution, 
though they might be penitent. By this means he made a Par- 
oY — the Church, becauſe Cornelius and the Church did receive 
uch. | 


Under this Pretext, Novatian and his Party broke off from 
the Church, and ſet up for themſelves. Nævatian being Head 
of the Party, they choſe him for their Biſhop, and being Bi- 
ſhop elect, he only wanted Conſeeration: And te obtain that, he 
ſent, as they ſay, to three neighbeuring Biſhops in Italy, to 
come and endeavour to heal the breach in the Church between 
Cornelius and him. Theſe three Biſhops, willing to do the good 
Office of Peace - making, went to Rome, and when Nowvatian had 
got them there, he inſinuated himſelf into their Favour, and 
being but weak Men (as the Story ſays) he made them tipſy, and 
in their Cups, horibile dictum they laid their hands on that impudent 
Man, and made Wim a Biſhop, and, to be ſure, in the Right 
Line! Now this infamous Man and his Party quickly filled the 
Chriſtian World in the Eaſt and South, but eſpecially the Ves, 
with Perſons heretically and ſchiſmatically baptiz d and ordain'd. 
They were all condemn'd by Councils, and excommunicated by 
the Church; and yet when this Schiſm was healed, all were re- 
ceived into Communion without either Re-baptization or Re- 
ordination. 


Since by theſe Men's own Principles, neither Perſons lay-bap- 
tized, or heretically or ſchiſmatically baptiz'd or ordain'd, can 
pofleſs, much leſs convey, valid Miſſion, how is it poſſible here 
to find out the rectilineal, Apoſtolical Succeſſion ? This is ſo thick 
a Break, that theſe Men will never be able to get through with 
whole Govns and Caſſocks, but muſt leave their uninterrupt 
orders bchind them : For if we grant all true before, the R 
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here ſo interrupted, that 'cis impoſſible to find out which ls the 
true Line from the falſe; for tis all truly Catholic now, Nor 
will it at all mend the matter, if they ſay the Schiſm was on the 


Bond of Charity, and ſo were ſchiſmatics, by giving juſt cauſe 
o Novatian and his party to ſeperate from them ; or whether 
Mvatian and thoſe who adher'd to him, who ſeperated from 
Cornelius, were the ſchiſmatics for ſeperating without juſt cauſe ; 
the caſe is the ſame: A notorious Schiſm there was, which con 
tinned for a long time; in which time there muſt be a multitude 
ſchiſmatically baptiz'd and ordain'd by one of the parties; and 
theſe, altho they were condemn'd by Councils, and excommuni- 
cated by the Church, were receiv d again without r&baptization 
or re-ordination, : 

As Hereſies and Schiſms, ſo Simony will interrupt the Line of 
Succceſſion. Dr. Whitby ſays, * © That this was the Doctrine 
* and Practice of the univerſal Church of Chriſt ; that Simoni- 
cal Ordinations were in their own nature null and void; and 
< he that thus adminiſter'd them, gave nothing; and he that 
thus receĩv'd them receiv'd nothing.” And he cites || Dr. Forbes 
as being of the ſame mind, © That the lawful ſucceſſion of true 
« paſtors is interrupted and broken by Simony ; and every eccle- 
e ſiaſtical perſon who is ſimonically promoted is irregular, and 
* Fright alien from the prieſthood, ſuſpended and deprived from 
«© his Office, and lies under an Anathema.“ | 

And to confirm this the Doctor cites + the Decrees of Conn- 
cils, Determinations of Popes, the Opinions of Fathers, &c. 
And he farther acquaints ns, that this curſed Simony was noto- 
riouſly practiſed in the Church of + Rome, from the gth to the 
16th Century: And within this time Simony ſo prevail'd, 
that Biſhopricks were fold publickly; that they had them who 

ave moſt for them ; and that all Eccleſiaſtical Degrees, even 
from the Popedom to the Door-keepers, were oppreſſed with 
damnable Simony ; and that this ſpiritual Robbery obtain'd in 
all places. Now { *\ſeeing ” ſays he, © the Ordination of Popes, 
« Biſhops, and Preſbyters in the Church of ame, for ſix hun- 
* dreds Year, were frequently Simonical, and fo confer'd up- 
* on them no Sacerdotal power, and conſequently gave them no 
Authority to confer this power upon others; hence it 
* neccſſarily follows, that at the beginning of the Refor- 


Joes fide : For whether Cornelius and his party had broken the 
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* Dr. Whitby's Appendix to his Sermons, page 306. bid 
304. f bid 307, 308, &c, f id 310. 5 lbid page 317. 
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% mation it is utterly uncertain, whether there were any 
* Biſhops or Prieſts in that Church, or who thoſe Biſhops 


„and Prieſts were; and 'tis as evident, that what can never be 


made known, or certain, or even probable, after jo long con- 
* tinuance of Ordinations, de Jure et de Facts null aud void, 
can never, by any Inſtitution, be made neceſlary, to the being 
„or well-being of the Church of Chriſt.” 


But if we ſhould be ſo well ſcented, as to find ont the true 
Apoſtolical Line in this dreadfu! Rupture, and be able to trace 
it up to the head, there we ſhall be in a terrible confuſion ; for 
here is ſo great a contet tion who was the Ap»ſlles* true Succeſſor, 
that no Soul can be certam who was ordain'd by the Apoſtles, if 
any werez whether Linus or Clemens, Cletus or Anacletus, But, 
Ipercius ſays, that the moſt Votes feil upon Linus and Clemens: 
but which of them were apoſtolically ordain'd, or whether ei- 
ther of them was, no ſoul can tell, And for the uninterrupted 
Line to be in this diſorder the firſt Link, is very ominous. But 
to ſolve this difficulty, and to make out a perfect Line. Mr. E- 
chard in his * Ecclefiaftical Hiftory, ſuppoſes there might be at 
Rome two Churches; the one of Gentiles, headed by St. Paul, 
the other of Jewiſh Converts, headed by St. Peter! and that 
upon the death of the Apoſtles, Linus ſucceeded St. Peter, and 


Clemens St. Paul; but after the diſtinction of Jew and Gentile 


fail'd upon the death of Cletus (or Anacletus) there was a Coali- 


tion of both, under the ſurviving Bp. Clemens; and in his Line the 


ſucceſſion ran for the future. 


Though this is a pretty contrivance, and ingenious enough, 
yet the coutrivers ſpoil all as to the ſucceſſion by ſaying, That 
this is uncertain, where it ought, to be the moſt certain thing 
in the World: Nor will the R:mans admit of this opinion upon 
any terms, But if we ſhould admit of this Contrivance to 
ſolve the difficulty, it will involve us in more: For, 1. We 
cannot reconcile theſe two Churches with Scripture, which tells 
us but of one Church there. 


2, There will be two independent Churches, and two inde- 
pendent Biſhops in one City at one time; which will be incon- 
fiſtant with their notion of one Church and one Biſhop only, in 
one city, at one time. Belides, this is the way to make St, 
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* Fchard's Eceleſeaſtical Hiſiory, page 273. 
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Paul a Biſhop of Name too, equal to Peter, the prince and ſu- 
preme Biſhop of Rome; which the Romans will by no means al- 
low. 3. If Linus and Clemens were ordain'd Biſhops of Rome, 
it muſt be in the Apoſtles' life-time ; they could not be ordain'd 
by. them after they were dead: And if fo, here muſt be two Bi- 
ſhops over one Church, at one time, that is, Bp. Peter 
and Bp. Linus over one and the fame Body or Church, and 
Bp. Paul and Bp. Clemens over another; which theſe men 
according to the Principles of Epiſcopal Authority, muſt 
not allow, to be conſiſtent with themſelves ; for this will be the 
direct way to Preſbytery and Independency. If they ſay, they might 
be ordained Biſhops by the Apoſtles, but yet had no Govern- 
ment or care of the Church, which might be in the hands of Bp. 
Peter and Bp. Paul; then this is to make paſtors without flocks, 
which is abſurd ; for paſtors and flocks are relatives, and neceſſa- 
rily ſuppoſe one another. If they were not ordain'd in the A- 
poltles' life-time, they could not be after their death, and fo could 
not be the Apoſtles' ſucceſſors, nor convey rectilineal Succeſſion 
of Apoſtolical Authority. 

Thus you fee in what Intricacies and Difficulties this pre- 
tended uninterrupted Succeſſion of Epiſcopal Authority from 
the Apoltl.s is involv'd, and how impoſſible it is for theſe boaſters 
of it to clear up their own iniffion, who pretend to this uninter- 
rupted Succeſſion; for if this fails them, as you ſee it neceſſa- 
rily muſt, their miſſion is loſt, and they have no regular miſſion 
at all, not having the conſent of the people, as they ought to 
have. 

So that upon the whole, Though they claim from Rame, the 
Romaniſts deny that they ever had any regular Epiſcopal Au- 
thority from them; our Reformers confirm this denial by dif- 
claiming any orders from Rome ; and the judicious Bp. Burnet 
acknowledges, That they went out of the beaten path for their 
miſſion, And if we allow this, that they might have regular 
miſſion in the Roman way, the Church of Rome being Antichri- 
ſtian before, their miſſion could not be apoſtolical ; for no pro- 
teſtant can be fo vain as to ſay, Antichriſtian Idolaters can have 
Authority from Chriſt, to give a valid Miſſion to any man to 
preach his Golpel, or miniſter in holy things. And if we be 
ſo perfectly good-humour'd, as to allow the Church of Name 
not to be Antichriſtian, then our Reformers muſt be Heretics 
and Schiſmatics, and as ſuch being curs'd and excommunicated 
by the Church of Rome, as a true Church, they could convey 
no true Apoſtolical Authority to us. But if we allow the Church 
of Rome not Antichiſtian, nor our Reformers Schiſmatics, which 

yet 
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is nest and contradictory, yet you ſce, that the I. ay. 
12 5 Hereſics, and notoriovs Schiſms and Simony in that 
Church, make it morally impoſſible to derive uninterrupted ſuc- 
ceſſion thro it. But if we were ſo lucky as to hit upon the 
right Catholic Line, and could trace it up to-the Head, there we 
mult leave it. ag one of the moſt uncertain things in the World: 
So impoſlible is it to derive any uninterrupted Succeſſion of 
Epiſcopal Authority from the Apoſ le Peter thro' Rome. 


Thus 1 have ſhewn, That there is nothing of. weight ; in this 


common but empty Objection; and conſequently oui 
4 wiſſion to miniſter in holy things by a call of the Faithful 
in Chriſt, is a valid miſlion. and we have juſt Authority to 
reach the Word, and adminiſter all Ordinances according to 
the Rule of the Goſpel, altho' we never have the hands of Bi- 
ſhops laid upon us, who pretend 10 have, but in reality cannot 
have their Epiſcopal Authority deriv'd in a direct line of unin- 
terrupted ſucceſſion of Biſhops, regularly ordain d, who were 
neither Heretics, Schiſmatics, nor Simoniacs. We therefore re- 
tort the Charge, and call upon our Antagoniſts to prove the va- 
lidity of their own miſſion, which we abidlutely deny they exer 
can, upon their own principles, having none from Nome, as 
deen ſhewn, nor yet any from the people among whom they la- 
bour, being generally forc'd upon them by the patrons of the 
Places where they cfficiate ; contrary to the laws of nature, the 
fitneſs of things, and the Sacred Scriptures, 
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